is chiefly informed by scholarship written in German; the extensive quote from Claude Nicolet on p. 184 is a rare exception, and summarises a view on the relationship between senators and equites that had been put forward by P. A. Brunt several years earlier.
The aim of this volume, which is based on a doctoral dissertation defended at Bochum in 2012, is to provide a robust account of the political and institutional history of the second century BC. The outcome is a discussion that no future students of the periods will be in a position to overlook, and does at the same time prompt disagreement and dissatisfaction in several respects.
Stefanie M(ärtin) makes no attempt to engage with the most original recent attempt to sketch the main lines of the historical development in the second century BC, that of H. Flower in "Roman Republics" (Princeton 2010) , where the lack of a substantial continuous narrative for the period and the tendency of the literary tradition to concentrate on the Gracchan crisis are addressed and successfully counterbalanced by the effort to identify several themes in which some substantial change is detectable (on p. 23, in speaking of the "idealtypische Laufbahn", M. could have usefully discussed Flower's brief, but very perceptive treatment of the lex annalis). M. chooses a largely chronological framework and, as the title of her book suggests, concentrates on developments within the Republican political elite. The risk of overlooking important historical issues is real (and is most clearly apparent in the chapters devoted to the Gracchi), but there is plenty of valuable material in this discussion.
The focus of the book is on the leading sector of the Roman society consisting of the families that had produced at least one consul, which M. views as the nobilitas (a definition that she derives chiefly from H. Beck and B. Bleckmann); the discussion then extends to the new sectors of the elite that included former praetors and became increasingly important throughout the second century. From this a central contention follows: the mos maiorum became an increasingly important preoccupation at a time when the elite was expanding and becoming increasingly differentiated. Much of the legislative production of the second century BC, so M. argues, is informed by the fundamental concern to secure its survival and further promotion. The chronological remit of the discussion is the period between 210 and 133, although there is a lengthy overview of the third century that shows M.'s commendable ambition not to work on too rigid a periodisation; the discussions of the tension between the individual ambitions of Ap. Claudius Caecus and C. Flaminius and the ideology of cohesion that underlies it are valuable (esp. the argument that Flaminius and the Senate were far less bitterly opposed to each other than usually believed, 60). The tension between individual cases and wider structural factors is one that underpins the whole book and that the discussion tries to allay with varying degrees of success. M. has a keen interest in quanti-tative analysis, which she summarises in a number of tables, mostly devoted to the distribution of public office across the elite. The first one, on p. 79, sets out to establish how many individuals held the consulship in the years 290-219, and puts forward a differentiation between homines noui and homines cognominis noui (the latter category is not defined as such in the ancient sources, of course, but merits further exploration) in order to try to establish the extent of integration that the senatorial elite was capable to accept. The picture appears to be one of reasonable openness. The discussion of the increasing diversity and complexity of the senatorial elite in this period has plenty of useful material to offer; it is surprising not to find a reference (e. g. in the treatment of senatores praeteriti, p. 73) to the idiosyncratic, but indispens able discussion of the Republican Senate by F. X. Ryan (Rank and Participation in the Republican Senate, Stuttgart 1998) -which has, incidentally, a strong and proudly asserted debt to German scholarship. It is equally striking to see that M. attributes great significance to the numerical majority that the nobility retained in the Senate (118): auctoritas, rather than the sheer weight of numbers, was surely a more important factor in steering and determining the outcome of the debate in a body that had a very different profile to that of a modern elective assembly. The core of M.'s brief in this section of the monograph, however, is sound, and makes a distinctive contribution to the debate: she charts the gradual change in the role of the praetorship in the wider setup of the Republican elite and in the context in which political success was determined. She also tries to elicit some statistical lessons from her data; here, as she freely admits, the operation is irrevocably complicated by the fragmentary state of the evidence for individual praetors in this period (127). The study of structural factors faces some fundamental limitations. In the fourth chapter there are some useful discussions of individual cases for which the evidence is somewhat more generous: the new man Cn. Octavius, who reached the consulship in 165, or Q. Fulvius Flaccus. Predictably enough, the evidence tends to concentrate more specifically on the cases that attracted controversy and stood out as exceptional; drawing general principles on what the expected code of behaviour within the elite was not as straightforward an operation as M. appears to assume.
M. continues her survey by revisiting the well-known dossier of the defeated commanders; she does not have much new material to improve upon the classic study of N. Rosenstein. Of course, if one sets out to study the Roman political elite, this is a somewhat necessary and predictable step to take: the impression is that important historical issues have just been overlooked. This is most strikingly the case in the brief discussion of C. Hostilius Mancinus, where there is no reference to the role of the ius fetiale in the Numantia affair and of how this widely belongs within the process of change that affected several areas of Roman religion in the second century (on which E. Rawson, Scipio, Laelius, Furius and the Ancestral Religion, JRS 63 [1973] , 161-174 = Roman Culture and Society, Oxford 1991, 80-101 -not in M.'s bibliography -remains essential reading). Despite its limitations, this section of the book plays a central role in the overall discussion, because it puts forward the view whereby the Roman elite did not just experience significant personnel change, but was also increasingly open to new practices and new forms of behaviour that broke with established practice (p. 208: "nonkonforme Verhaltensweisen"). From this argument -which is, of course, by no means new -the discussion takes two different directions: on the one hand, a brief treatment of the emergence of historiography in Rome, with a discussion of Fabius Pictor and the Elder Cato that adds little new to what is already known (i. e. that the strand of intellectual production that A. La Penna called "storiografia di senatori" buys into both a patriotic agenda and the promotion of the achievements of individual gentes or members of the elite). The second direction proves far more productive, even though its premises are not entirely clear: M. sets out to study the legislative production in the late third and second centuries, pursuing the viewpoint of a concern on the part of the elite to identify a crucial set of values and good practices that would ensure its internal cohesion. This is likely to be the section of the book that will prove of greater use. We are presented with a very informative overview of legislative activity from the Second Punic War onwards, covering material as diverse as the lex Claudia of 218 to the lex Oppia of 215, down to the lex Fundania of 195 that abolished the latter and to the laws that regulated political competition and office-holding between 182 and 179. Understanding such a large body of legislation as "Erziehungsgesetze" that dealt with different facets of the same socio-political issue comes close to a petitio principii that would have required a stronger case for support, but the analysis of the specific pieces of legislation is as a rule very competent, and will remain an important resource for some time to come. The context surrounding these pieces of legislation often tends to remain underexplored: a potentially important argument that links the construction of the mos maiorum with wider political trends (273) is not argued beyond the title of the section that deals with the legislation produced between 152 and 149. The lex Calpurnia of 149 receives a treatment of a mere two pages (the informative monograph by C. Rosillo López, La corruption à la fin de la République romaine [IIe-Ier s. av. J.-C.]. Aspects politiques et financiers, Stuttgart 2010, is missing from the rich bibliography that rounds off this volume): that would have been, I suppose, a very suitable point to develop the case in favour of the centrality of "Erziehung" in the legislators' mind.
The assumption that the history of the Roman Republic essentially coincides with that of its elite shows all its shortcomings when one approaches the Grac-chan period. The discussion of the projects of the two tribunes is arguably the least successful section of the whole book: there is a brief attempt to explore the economic and social background of the agrarian reform, but there seems to be no awareness of the main lines of the debate on the economic and demographic history of late Republican Italy; in fact, the old view of a growth of slave-manned latifundia and a decrease of small property is surprisingly accepted without much discussion (297). More remarkably, the agrarian law of Tiberius Gracchus is understood within the same framework as much of the previous legislation: as a "Kontrollgesetz" that sought to bring back stability in the pattern of military recruitment. A welcome aspect of M.'s analysis is her attempt to deflect attention from Tiberius' personal agenda and to establish a tentative connection with the elusive bill put forward and quickly withdrawn by C. Laelius in 140. It is less likely that the more distinguished members of the Senate backed Tiberius, while the up-and-coming ones were in line with the equites in opposing the reform plan (313). Indeed -M. argues -far from being a reform project, it was a conservative one, which intended to resist some fundamental changes that had been setting in throughout Italy for several generations (this view may already be found in E. Gabba, Motivazioni economiche nell'opposizione alla legge agraria di Tib. Sempronio Gracco, in: J.A.S. Evans (ed.), Polis and Imperium. Studies in Honour of Edward Togo Salmon, Toronto 1974, 129-138, republished in E. Gabba and M. Pasquinucci, Strutture agrarie e allevamento transumante nell'Italia romana, Pisa 1979, 64-73, partly changing the emphasis of some previous contributions by the same scholar). This picture has been fundamentally invalidated by a large body of work on Roman Italy over the last couple of decades; M. is on the whole more at home in the discussion of wider political issues, and has interesting points to make on the competing versions of mos maiorum that were set out on both sides of the political spectrum, in 133 and beyond. Somewhat awkwardly, the analysis of the Gracchan crisis and its aftermath is set on one side, and a long parenthetic discussion is opened exploring the relationship between tribunes and Senate in the second century BC, which also serves as a useful overview of tribunician involvement in legislative production in the middle Republic. There is plenty of valuable factual information in this section, albeit its wider use is somewhat hindered by M.'s aim to serve it to provide a specific point: that the concilium plebis never passed a bill that had been put forward without the consensus (whether explicit or tacit: p. 354) of the Senate. Not everybody will be persuaded by the considerable weight that M. attaches to the role of tacit approval. The few months of Tiberius' tribunate remain gravely under-documented in some crucial respects, and M.'s earnest analysis does not afford a substantial breakthrough in this area (unlike, in some respects, the recent book by M. Balbo, Riformare la res publica. Retroterra sociale e significato politico del tribunato di Tiberio Gracco, Bari 2013). We are presented, however, with a very full overview of the developments of the year 133, which has the merit of taking an original standpoint on the whole political process. The veto of M. Octavius was not a reactionary manoeuvre: it denounced Tiberius as a supporter of the Senate. The need to overcome his opposition and establish his credentials before the people led Tiberius to take a radical line, which caused a major constitutional and political upset. There is also an interesting discussion of the assassination of Tiberius, which M. sees as the initiative of a very driven minority that viewed Tiberius as a tyrant, and therefore as a lawful target, but whose views did not coincide with those of the 'majority' of the Senate (a concept to which, as we have seen, M. customarily refers). In an unusual display of interest in religious issues, M. discusses in this connection the embassy to the sanctuary of Ceres at Henna (on which J. N. Dillon now offers an insightful discussion, in BICS 56 [2013] , 89-103).
The two final chapters are extensive accounts of the political history of the following decade. The leading theme of the preceding sections seems to have fallen into the background; the emphasis is on the agendas of Fulvius Flaccus and Gaius Gracchus, who both continue along different lines the reform initiatives of their predecessor. Gaius' legislation receives careful scrutiny; M. advocates that it should be seen as a set of measures that aimed at consolidating the "dominance" (434) of the Senate, while at the same time bringing into equation an ambitious reform of the Senate, which placed the role of the comitia on a new footing and included sectors of the equestrian order in key institutions. The competing platform set out by Livius Drusus was not an instrumental ploy; it was a serious attempt to secure the survival of the status quo against Gracchus' wide-ranging reform strategy. Again, various aspects of M.'s rather diffused analysis fail to persuade; but there is much value in her insight that speaking of a programme of the Gracchi is not helpful, and that a fundamental shift of priorities and a set of new projects should be identified between 133 and 125-121 (481). There is even stronger political solidarity between Fulvius Flaccus and Gaius Gracchus than there is between the two brothers.
The main focus of the book is on a crucial phase of the mid-Republican period; the final section takes the reader to the beginning of the Roman revolution, and the final paragraph looks ahead to the civil wars of the first century BC, which showed how inadequate the attempt to put the Senate back to the centre of a changing res publica was. This ambitious, complex, and demanding study sits at the crossroads of two phases of Roman history, and is a treatment which students of the period (or indeed periods) will find of much use, and with which they will disagree in equal measure. This volume is a repository of invaluable material; it is important to bear in mind how this is framed within an interpretative framework that has the strength of internal coherence, but entails a strong bias towards certain clusters of evidence and some rather ruthlessly chosen priorities. This study may not simply be consulted; it will also have to be read in large chunks if one is to fully grasp what they are actually looking up.
This monograph often betrays its origins in a doctoral thesis, whether in the odd interminable footnote (e. g. p. 53-54, n. 61 or p. 338, n. 49) or in the lack of translations of the Greek and Latin sources. It is well produced (lex Porcia de sumptu provinciale on p. 256 is a notable exception), but is let down by a fundamental flaw: the lack of indexes. Readers are denied the chance to use this volume for one of its main advantages: the extraordinary wealth of factual information and specific insights that it offers on a wide range of points. This will inevitably, if unfairly, affect its impact on a debate in which there is a strong need for the level of detailed and technically competent analysis offered by M.
